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Mr. Pasrorg, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the
following

REPORT
[To accompany S. 920]

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill
(S. 920) to amend sections 303 and 310 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, to provide that the Federal Communications
Commission may, if it finds that the public interest, convenience,
or necessity may be served, issue authorizations, but not licenses, for
alien amateur radio operators to operate their amateur radio stations
in the United States, its possessions, and the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico provided there is in effect a bilateral agreement between
the United States and the alien’s government for such operation
by U.S. amateurs on a reciprocal basis, having considered the same,
report favorably thereon with amendments and recommend that the
Lill as amended ‘do pass.

GENERAL STATEMENT

This bill would amend section 303 (dealing with .operators) and
section 310 (dealing with station licenses) of the Communications Act
of 1934 to permit the Federal Communications Commission to author-
ize alien amateur radio operators- to operate their amateur radio
stations in the United States, its possessions, and the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, provided there is in effect a bilateral agreement be-
tween the United States and the alien’s government for such operation
by U.S. amateurs on a reciprocal basis. On September 3, 1963, a
hearing was held. The principal sponsor of the bill, Senator Gold-
water, and a number of officials of the American Radie; Relay League;
which includes nearly 100,000 United States and Canadian amateurs
in its membership, testified in support of the bill.. In ‘addition, the
record contains a number of letters relating to the legislation. No
person testified in opposition. ' o :
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2 AMATEUR RADIO OPERATORS

HISTORY AND NEED FOR LEGISLATION

A bill (S. 2361) was introduced in the 87th Congress to amend the
Communications Act to provide for licensing of alien amateur opera-
tors by the Federal Cominunications Commission if it found the
national security would not be endangered. No hearings were held
on that bill. However, agency reports indicated problems with a
full-scale licensing procedure in the case of aliens and disclosed a
number of technical problems with the bill’s language. The present
bill was drafted to take into account the issues raised in certain agency
reports on S. 2361. -

S. 920 would permit the United States to enter into reciprocal agree-
ments whereby our amateurs would receive authority to operate in
selected foreign countries in return for the United States granting their
amateurs a similar privilege here. Such action is now prohibited by
the Communications Act which, with respect to amateurs, allows only
U.S. citizens to operate within our boundaries. The sole exception to
this is Canadian citizens given such privileges in a 1952 treaty between
the United States and Canada. Testimony was received that the 1952
treaty with Canada on this subject has worked well. A simple regis-
tration procedure is followed, with the amateur using his own call
signs, together with appropriate designation of the area in which he
1s operating.

While 31 countries presently extend to our amateurs the privilege of
operating in their countries despite the absence of reciprocal privileges
for their citizens, many other countries refuse to extend such privi-
leges except on the basis of reciprocity. Morzover, the lack of
reciprocity has given rise to some ill will and misunderstanding. At
present there are bilateral agreements with some 17 nations, including
Mexico and many Latin American nations, permitting our radio
amateurs to exchange noncommercial third-party messages with ama-
teurs licensed in those countries. The committee received testimony
that improved international good will and understanding would result
from increased person-to-person contact aided by passage of the bill.
The view was also expressed that proposals advanced in current dis-
cussions with the Peace Corps concerning possible use of surplus and
donated equipment to introduce such communications to some parts of
the world would be aided by adoption of this bill.

Testimony was received that the fact such legislation promotes
international good will was manifested at the Ninth Plenary Assembly
of the International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR), held in
Los Angeles in 1959. The 86th Congress that year approved Senate
Joint Resolution 47 which permitted amateurs of foreign nations to
operate a special events amateur radio station established for the
conference, on proof that each held a current amateur license issued
by his government. It was indicated that the participants were most
appreciative of the U.S. courtesy in extending such privileges.

A main purpose of the bill is to help American citizens—not only
tourists but also those who reside overseas, such as military personnel,
diplomatic personnel, missionaries, Peace Corps workers, and others
who may wish to pursue their amateur radio hobby while away from
home. In this regard, it is noted that the United States has 258,347
amateurs while all other countries have a combined total of only
112,238. This, coupled with the extensive travel of our citizens
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abroad, indicates the potentially greater extent to which our own
citizens may benefit by this bill.

AGENCY VIEWS

A number of interested agencies, including the Federal Communica-
tions Commission, and the Departments of State, Justice, and Defense
filed comments on the bill. The Department of Defense supported
the bill and the other named agencies were substantially of the view
that they did not object to the bill in principle if considerations of
national security are properly provided for.

SECURITY CONSIDERATIONS

Several witnesses testified that whatever security problems inhere
in the use of radio presently exist and that the type of procedure
contemplated by this bill would not create any new ones. It was
emphasized that anyone bent on use of radio for subversive activities
would not be impaired by absence of a proper authorization for use
of radio. Moreover, it was stated that amateur radio would be among
the least desirable for clandestine use. The view was expressed that
with rapid jet air service carrying diplomatic pouches, with high speed
and coded teletype services available by cable, as well as by radio
incapable of being monitored, it is hard to believe a foreign govern-
ment would seek to use the privilege proposed by S. 920 as a means of
transmitting high priority information from this country.

With regard to a similar problem, your committee held hearings in
the 87th Congress on S. 3252 and H.R. 11732, which became Public
Law 87-795, that amended the Communications Act of 1934 to permit
the President to authorize foreign governments to operate low-
powered radio stations at their embassies in the District of Columbia.

Under S. 920, any potential security problems would be minimized
initially by the prerequisite of a bilateral agreement, and by the
normal precautions taken in the issuance of visas to permit entry into
the country. However, because some agencies had unresolved prob-
lems with possible security aspects of the bill, a meeting was held
with the interested agencies to discuss and work out the problems
involved in the security question. A procedure agreeable to those
agencies was devised and appropriate amendatory language prepared,
which amendment the committee adopted in order to clarify the
matter. In the appendix to this report is a letter dated September 30,
1963, from the Federal Communications Commission, concurred in
by the Departments of State, Justice, and Defense, and the Central
Intelligence Agency, on this subject.

COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS

To meet the agency reservations noted with respect to security,
your committee feels that the bill should be made more specific in
this regard and adopted the following amendment: After the word
“operators’” at page 2, line 18 and page 3, line 9 add:

_ Provided, That when an application for an authorization
is received by the Commission, it shall notify the appro-
priate agencies of the Government of such fact, and such
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agencies shall forthwith furnish to the Commission such in-
formation in their possession as bears upon the compatibil-
ity of the request with the national security: And provided
Jurther, That the requested authorization may then be
granted unless the Commission shall determine that infor-
mation received from such agencies necessitates denial of the
request.

The Department of Defense suggested as a technical amendment
that the words ‘“if it finds that the public interest, convenience, or
necessity may be served’” be deleted from the title of the bill because
this requirement does not appear in the text of the bill. The com-
mittee believes this language is unnecessary and, therefore, deleted it.

A number of technical amendments have been made to conform
with present wording of the Communications Act:

Page 2, line 3, delete “clause” and substitute “subsection’’.

Page 2, line 7, delete “clause’” and substitute “subsection’’,

Page 2, line 9, delete “part (1) of this clause’” and substitute ““para-
graph (1) of this subsection”.

Page 3, line 1, delete “clauses” and substitute “ paragraphs’’.

PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED

Upon enactment of S. 920, as amended herein, the way would be
clear for the executive branch to enter into bilateral agreements with
such nations as it deems desirable. There was testimony that a
bilateral agreement could be effected through the simple and effective
procedure of an exchange of notes by our Department of State and
the appropriate department of the other government, in the same or a
similar manner as that now followed in reaching third-party traflic
agreements under which amateurs of the two countries may exchange
messages for third parties. The Department of State has indicated
that in negotiating such agreements it would coordinate its activities
with other interested Government agencies. It is expected, of course,
that the Federal Communications Commission will render technical
assistance in this regard.

This bill gives very wide latitude to the Federal Communications

omimission in imposing such terms and conditions as may be neces-
-sary in the public interest. It specifically provides that other pro-
visionis “of the Communications Act and of the Administrative.
“Procedure Act shall not be applicable to any request or application
—for; or modification, suspension, or cancellation of, any Stich authoriza-
“tion. Thus, the authorization is of a somewhat uniqiie-variety and
is not entitled to the protections ordinarily associated with a licensing
_procedure. As testified, hearings would not be required and termina-
“tion, which could be for any reason, may be in any manner and without
prior notice. As an example of the Commission’s latitude, one witness
stated it could restrict operation by a noncitizen amateur to a specific
location or area, to a specific frequency or frequencies, to specific
modes of operation such as continuous wave Morse code, amplitude
modulation voice, or single sideband voice, and/or to specific hours of
the day. It could require all transmissions to be in English, have
call letters or signs transmitted at more frequent intervals than re-
quired. for citizen amateurs, or require that logs of all transmissions
and operations be submitted at regular intervals, etc.
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In short, such procedures as are deemed desirable may be incorpo-
rated into the bilateral agreements or into rules, adopted without the
the necessity of public rulemaking procedures under the Administrative
Procedure Act, promulgated by the Commission.

Using such forms as the Commission may adopt, an alien amateur,
whose country has the required reciprocal agreement with the United
States, may request authority from the Federal Communications Com-
mission to operate his amateur radio station in the United States. It
is not the intent of the committee to establish the procedure to be
followed. Some testimony indicated the request could be forwarded

through our consul in the country involved, who could verify the fact

that the individual is so licensed by his home country. In any event,
once the Commission receives the request, together with some verifi-
cation that the individual is properly licensed by his home country,
and the requisite bilateral agreement is in effect, it then becomes a
matter solely within the discretion of the Commission as to whether
the authority should be granted and, if so, the terms and conditions
of the grant.

It is the hope of the committee that the Federal Communications’

Commission, in working out the procedures implementing this legis-
lation, will not establish cumbersome procedures that may defeat the
objectives that underlie the purpose of the bill. It should be noted
here that time will frequently be of the essence when authorizations
are requested, where perhaps vacation and travel plans are made on
rather short notice. Delays necessitated by coordinating with so
many agencies must not be permitted to derogate from the very type
of good will which the bill intends to promote. The committee ex-
pects, therefore, that all agencies involved will treat such matters
expeditiously. .
CONCLUSION

The committee believes that with the security safeguards written
into it, the bill is in the national interest. As noted, it will potentially
benefit any of the quarter of a million U.S. amateur radio operators,
and it is not expected to impose costly or burdensome requirements
on any agency.!

AGENCY COMMENTS

A letter from the Federal Communications Commission to the
committee chairman dated August 1, 1963, to Mr. Phillip S. Hughes
dated August 27, 1963, and the Commission comments dated July 3,
1963 ; and letters from the Department of the Air Force dated August
28, 1963 ; Department of Justice dated August 29, 1963, and May 17,
1962; and the Department of State dated August 27, 1963, follow:

FepErar CommuNicaTioNs CoOMMISSION,
Washington, D.C., August 27, 1963.
Hon. Warrex G. MaeNUSON,
Chatrman, Commattee on Commerce,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Drar CrairMan Maenuson: This is in reply to your request
secking the Commission’s comments on S. 920, a bill to permit the

! The record indicates: hat, under the 1952 t.eaty with Canada providing for similar operations, latest
available figures show that :or a 1-year period, 1,272 U.8. emateurs received authorizations to operate in
Canada, while only 453 Canadians obtained authorizations to operate in the United States. It was esti-
mated that, aside from Canada and Mexico, the number of requests received by virtue of this bill would
probably not exceed 200 to 300 per year.
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Commission to issue authorizations to alien amateurs licensed by
their own country where a bilateral agreement is in effect granting
reciprocal privileges to U.S. amateur radio operators.

Enclosed please find six copies of our comments on S. 920. We are
advised by the Bureau of the Budget that, from the standpoint of the
administration’s program, there is no objection to the presentation
of this report to your committee.

Also enclosed are six copies of the Commission’s letter of August 1,
1963, to the Bureau of the Budget expressing the Commission’s views
on the proposed comments of the Departments of State, Justice, and
Defense on this bill. It is our understanding that the separate views
of these Departments will be furnished to you directly by those
Departments.

Sincerely,
Roserr E. LEg, Acting Chairman.

CommeNnTs oF THE FepErRaL CoMmMunrcaTions CoOMMISSION ON
S. 920, a Brior To AMenD SmcTions 303 AnD 310 oF THE COMMUNI-
cATIONS AcTt orF 1934, as AMenpED, WitH REspEcT TO ALIEN
AMATEUR Rapio OPERATORS

S. 920 would amend section 303 (dealing with operators) and section
310 (dealing with station licenses) to provide that the Federal Com-
munications Commission may, il it finds that the public interest,
convenience, or necessity may be served, issue authorizations, but not
licenses, for alien amateur radio operators to operate their amateur
radio stations in the United States, its possessions, and the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico provided there is in effect a bilateral agreement
between the United States and the alien’s government for such opera-
tion by U.S. amateurs on a reciprocal basis. The bill also provides
that other provisions of the Communications Act and the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act will not be applicable to any request or applica-
tion for or modification, suspension, or cancellation of any such
authorization.

This Commission has no objection, in principle, to permitting
operation by alien amateurs on a reciprocal basis. However, as
Congress is aware, such licensing would constitute a departure from
the general concept embodied 1 the Communications Act against
granting radio station licenses or radio operator licenses to aliens.
At the present time, there are only two exceptions to this prohibition
contained in sections 303(1) and 310(a) of the Communications Act
against the granting of radio operator licenses and radio station licenses
to aliens. The first was contained in a convention between the United
States and Canada, effective May 15, 1952 (TTAS No. 2508), which
permits citizens of either country who are station licensees to operate
certain radio equipment, including amateur radio stations, while in
the other country. The second exception results {rom amendments
to sections 303(1) and 310(a), adopted in 1958 (Public Law 85-917),
which permit the licensing of certain alien pilots flying aircraft in the
United States.!

The Commission commented on a bill in the 87th Congress, S. 2361,
also designed to permit alien amateurs to operate in the United States.

! Sec. 310(a) of the Communications Act also provides that nothing in that subsection shall prevent the

licensing of radio apparatus on board any vessel, aircraft, or other mobile station of the United States when
such apparatus is required by law or treaty.
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S. 920 was apparently drafted in an attempt to meet some of the factors
which the Commission indicated in its earlier comments should be
given careful consideration if Congress determined that legislation
permitting reciprocal authorization of alien amateurs should be
enacted.

The Commission’s position can be summarized as follows: While the
Commission has received a small number of sporadic inquiries from
U.S. citizens desiring to use their amateur equipment in other countries
and who cannot do so because the United States does not grant
reciprocity, we have no indication that the interest in the matter,
or its merits, considering the problems involved, would warrant our
active support of the measure. We do, however, have no objection
in principle—should the Congress determine such legislation is in the
public interest.

One ol the principal difficulties with any such proposal is the ques-
tion of national security. The Commission’s chief concern with S. 2361
was based on the requirement that the Commission find that the
national security not be endangered by such grant. At that time, we
pointed out our strong feeling that the Commission is not the appro-
priate agency to assume such responsibility. Our comment continued:

‘“# % This Commission is not staffed to make such national
security findings with reference to alien applicants. There would
appear to be a serious problem concerning the Commission’s ability
to obtain the information necessary to carry out this sensitive task
as well as our ability to evaluate adequately whatever information is
obtained. It should be noted that this Commission has not been
given the task of making security clearances for alien applicants under
the two exceptions which now exist; e.g., with respect to foreign pilots
and Canadian mobile equipment. To the extent, therefore, that
national security considerations are involved, we believe they should
not be the responsibility of this Commission * * *7

While S. 920 would not specifically place this burden upon the
Commission, and while reciprocal agreements—which would likely be
limited to friendly nations—might reduce the national security prob-
lem—consideration of national security would remain in individual
cases.

What the Commission would prefer—should Congress determine
some legislation along this line is desirable—is that the Commission’s
role in the matter be essentially a ministerial function of registering
such operators. Thus, enactment of a bill by the Congress would
itself be a determination that it is in the public interest to permit the
operation. The Department of State and other appropriate agencies
concerned could be given the responsibility of determining with which
countries reciprocal agreements would be concluded. And—of over-
riding importance—the Department of Justice or other appropriate
agency or Government, other than the Federal Communications
Commission, should be given the statutory obligation to undertake
whatever security measures are appropriate and to report its findings
and recommendations to the Commission.

Under this type of procedure the Commission would then—without
the necessity of a public interest finding (which, in effect, would have
been made by the Congress) and without any responsibility for
security- determinations (which would have been accomplished by
other appropriate agency)—perform the ministerial task of registering
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such individuals in the absence of any indication from the agency
performing the security duties that registration of particular indi-
viduals should be denied. The Commission also could engage in such
limited monitoring of such operations as proves necessary and feasible.
These are essentially the same functions the Commission already
performs under the treaty with Canada on this subject.

Any such legislation should provide that registration, renewal, or
termination or registration shall be in accordance with procedures
established by the Federal Communications Commission (without the
necessity of rulemaking) and not entitled to any substantive or
procedural benefits of the Communications Act or the Administrative
Procedure Act.

As already mentioned, operation similar to that intended is per-
mitted with respect to Canadian citizens in the United States by
virtue of a treaty which was ratified by the Senate. The main pur-
pose of S. 920 seems to be to pave the way for some similar authori-
zation with respect to citizens of other countries—but apprarently
through executive agreements not requiring Senate ratification. If
this is what is intended, it may be profitable, should Congress deter-
mine that some such legislation is in the public interest, to explore
the desirability of a separate statute embodying the entire statutory
scheme, and placing specific security responsibility outside the Com-
mission.

In the event the committee determines that some legislation dealing
with this subject is in the public interest, the Commission would be
pleased to make its staff available to provide such technical assistance
as may be desired.

Adopted: July 3, 1963.

FeperarL CommunicaTioNs CoOMMISSION,
Washington, D.C., August 1, 1968.
Mr. Puiuie S. HugHES,
Assistant Director for Legislative Reference,
Bureau, of the Budget, Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Huguaes: This refers to your request of July 26 for the
Commission’s views with respect to the proposed comments of the
Departments of State, Justice, and Defense on S. 920, a bill to amend
sections 303 and 310 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended,
with respect to alien amateur radio operators.

The Commission’s comments on S. 920 were adopted by the Com-
mission on July 3 and submitted to the Bureau of the Budget shortly
thereafter. Several clarifying telephone discussions were held by
representatives of the Commission and your staff.

We find nothing in the comments of the Departments of State,
Justice, and Defense which is inconsistent with the Commission’s
views on S. 920. The Department of Defense indicates that ‘‘the
United States and its representatives have frequently been embar-
rassed because we have denied citizens of other countries the right to
operate radios in this country and have, at the same time, sought to
secure for our citizens amateur rights in foreign countries. The United
States would appear in a more favorable light if we were to permit
amateurs of other countries to operate radio stations here under the
same safeguards that other governments apply to foreigners who
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operate amateur radios.” The Commission in its comments notes
that it has received only “a small number of sporadic inquiries from
U.S. citizens desiring to use their amateur equipment in other coun-
tries and who cannot do so because the United States does not grant
reciprocity’’ and that ‘““we have no indication that the interest in the
matter, or its merits, considering the problems involved, would warrant
our active support of the measure’” adding that we have no objection in
principle should Congress determine such legislation is in the public
interest.

These positions are, therefore, not necessarily inconsistent—the
Defense Department saying that because of information available to
it—it supports the bill, and this Commission saying its flles do not
contain evidence of sufficient interest in the matter to warrant its
active support of the bill-—in view of the problems involved.

Defense suggests that the words “if it [FCC] finds that the public
interest, convenience, or necessity may be served’’ be deleted from
the title because they do not appear in the text of the bill. The De-
partment of Justice notes that the bill provides for issuance of author-
izations by the Commission “‘under such conditions and terms as it
may prescribe.” It also notes that the opening sentence of section 303
provides ‘“Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, the Commis-
sion from time to time, as public convenience, interest, or necessity
requires, shall * * *’ and suggests clarification of the language of
the bill to avoid any question as to the findings required to be made
by the Commission.

To expand slightly upon the Commission’s comments in this regard,
it is our position that—even though we don’t have information which
warrants our active support of the bill, its enactment by the Congress
would itself be a public interest determination of the desirability to
permit such operations under the conditions the Congress may set
forth. Because section 303 contains the public interest language, it
would seem unnecessary to include similar language in either the
title or text. The Commission under the public interest standard
would, therefore, consider any information in its files which would
bear on whether the requested operation by a pariicular person would
serve the public interest. For example, assuming such a statute and
bilateral agreements, it would be pertinent for the Commission to
consider that someone requesting such authority had previously
operated under such authority in violation of Commission rules. The
language ““under such conditions and terms as it [FCC| may pre-
scribe’” would simply provide us with additional flexibility in tailoring
the operations in a particular case to provide for operation in the
public interest.

Justice refers to its earlier comments on S. 2361, 87th Congress,
and concludes that “in the light of the security considerations set
forth in our report on S. 2361, it would seem that no authorization
should be granted unless it is determined that the national security
would not be endangered thereby.” It also adds, in its S. 2361
comment that ‘““aside from security considerations, which might
remain substantially the same regardless of whether the bill is enacted,
the subject of this legislation is not a matter for which the Department
of Justice has primary responsibility and accordingly we make no
recommendation as to its enactment”’—the clear implication being

S. Rept. 562, 88—-1——2
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that the Department of Justice does have primary responsibility in
the security field.

Construing these two statements together, we would agree and have
indicated in our comments that ‘‘the Department of Justice and other
appropriate agencies of Government, other than the Federal Com-
munications Commission, should be given the statutory obligation
to undertake whatever security measures are appropriate and to report
its findings and recommendations to the Commission.”

It thus appears that Justice and the Commission are both insistent
that whatever legislation may be enacted have due regard for ques-
tions of national security. The Department of Defense also appears
to endorse this view when it says such a bill if it provides “adequate
safeguards for the national security” would be of net benefit to the
United States.

Because staff discussions with representatives of your office have
indicated even more explicit statement of the Commission’s position
in this regard would be welcome—let me summarize the Commission
views on the security problem:

1. While reciprocal agreements—presumably entered into with the
more friendly nations—might mitigate security problems, considera-
tion of national security would remain in individual cases especially
since we are here dealing with aliens rather than our own citizens.

2. Congress—if it enacts such legislation—should assure itself that
appropriate security measures will be undertaken by such agencies as
it specifies.

3. The Commission has no expertise or staff to handle security
%égtigations and security determinations should not be made by the

4. While the Commission would prefer simply to refer the names of
those requesting such authority to an appropriate security agency
and have that agency tell us whenever a request should be denied on
security grounds, we are willing—should Congress so desire-—to check
with whatever security agencies Congress deems appropriate—and to
receive information and/or recommendation from such agencies
bearing on the security issue—which information would then be
evaluated to the extent the Commission is able to do so—and a
decision reached as to whether to grant or deny a request. The
essentially ministerial function of the registration process we have
suggested should be considered in this regard.

The Department of State’s assumptions that it would negotiate
the proposed bilateral agreements after appropriate coordination with
other interested U.S. Government agencies accords with our view and
the Commission is, of course, one of the interested agencies. The
further assumption that the conditions and terms to be prescribed by
the FCC would relate to technical operating details—also substan-
tially accords with our view, but this Commission under such authority
could also prescribe procedures and determine such matters as the
geographie, technical, and time limits for such authority.

While this letter expands somewhat upon the security discussion in
our comments, we deem the above to be fully consistent with the
position taken therein and hope that this additional explanation will
serve to clarify the matter,

" This letter was adopted by the Commission July 30, 1963.

By direction of the Commission:

E. WiLniam Henry, Chairman.
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DerarTMENT OF THE AR FORCE,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, August 28, 1963.
Hon. WarreN G. MAGNUSON,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce,

U.S. Senate.

Drar Mr. CuairmaN: Reference is made to your request to the
Secretary of Defense for the views of the Department of Defense with
respect to S. 920, 88th Congress, a bill to amend sections 303 and 310
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to provide that the
Tederal Communications Commission may, if it finds that the public
interest, convenience, or necessity may be served, issue authorizations,
but not licenses, for alien amateur radio operators to operate their
amateur radio stations in the United States, its possessions, and the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico provided there is in effect a bilateral
agreement between the United States and the alien’s government for
such operation by U.S. amateurs on a reciprocal basis. The Secretary
of Defense has delegated to the Department of .the Air Force the
responsibility for expressing the views of the Department of Defense.

The purpose of S. 920 is as stated in its title. ~Specifically it would
provide that the Federal Communications Commission, if it found
that the public interest, convenience, or necessity would be served,
could authorize alien amateur radio operators to operate their amateur
radio stations in the United States, its possessions, and the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico provided there was in effect a bilateral agree-
ment between the United States and the alien’s government for such
operation by U.S. amateurs on a reciprocal basis.

Section 303(1) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (47
U.S.C. 303(1)), authorizes the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) to license as radio operators “such citizens of the United
States as the Commission finds qualified.” Section 310(a) of the
same act prohibits the Commission from granting a radio station
license to, among others, “any alien or representative of any alien.”
These prohibitions against alien ownership and operation of radio
stations have been carried over from the original Radio Act of 1927
(44 Stat. 1162) for the protection and security of the United States
and its military and civilian radio communication. Only two excep-
tions_are permitted. The first is covered by a convention between
the United States and Canada (TIAS No. 2508) concerning the opera-
tion of certain radio equipment, including amateur radio stations, by
citizens of either country while in the other country. The second is
contained in sections 303(1) and 310(a) of the Communications Act
and concerns certain alien pilots flying aircraft in the United States.

In the past, the United States and its representatives have fre-
quently been embarrassed because we have denied citizens of other
countries the right to operate radios in this country and have, at the
same time, sought to secure for our citizens amateur rights in foreign
countries. The United States would appear in a more favorable light
if we were to permit amateurs of other countries to operate radio
stations here under the same safeguards that other governments apply
to foreigners who operate amateur radios. It is believed that a bill
which would permit reciprocal licensing of radio amateurs and, at the
same time, provide adequate safeguards for the national security,
would be of net benefit to the United States. Our status in the
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community of nations requires such a course of action unless there are
powerful reasons to the contrary.

Accordingly, the Department of Defense supports the enactment
of S. 920.

The following technical change is recommended to the bill:

Delete the words “if it finds that the public interest, convenience,
or necessity may be served,” from the title of the bill. This require-
ment does not appear in the text of the bill.

This report has been coordinated within the Department of Defense
in accordance with procedures prescribed by the Secretary of Defense.

The Bureau of the Budget advises that. from the standpoint of the
administration’s program, there is no objection to the presentation
of this report for the consideration of the committee.

Sincerely,
JosgpH S. IMIRIE,
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Orrice oF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D.C., August 29, 1963.
Hon. WarreEN G. MAGNUSON,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dxar SenaTor: This is in response to your request for the views
of the Department of Justice on the bill (S. 920) to amend sections
303 and 310 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to
permit the Federal Communications Commission to authorize the
oFeration of amateur radio stations in the United States by certain
aliens.

The title of the bill ind